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(54)  A  system  and  method  for  preventing  deadlock  in  a  multiprocessor  environment. 

@  A  data  processing  system,  and  method  of 
operation,  are  disclosed  wherein  means  are 
provided  to  prevent  deadlock  during  the  execu- 
tion  of  instructions  requiring  multiple  resour- 
ces.  The  system  detects  potential  deadlock 
situations  where  a  multi-resource  instruction  is 
blocked  from  obtaining  one  of  the  resources.  A 
multi-resource  instruction  global  lock  is  pro- 
vided  that  can  be  held  by  at  most  one  pro- 
cessor.  Upon  conflict  detection,  the  processor 
attempts  to  acquire  the  multi-resource  instruc- 
tion  global  lock  and,  if  successful,  resumes 
resource  acquisition.  The  use  of  a  global  lock 
serialises  multiple  resource  requests  and  as- 
sures  that  the  processor  holding  the  lock  can 
eventually  acquire  all  required  resources  with- 
out  deadlock  with  another  processor.  The  pre- 
ferred  embodiment  acquires  the  global  lock  on 
an  exception  basis  to  minimise  the  overhead 
impact.  However,  an  alternate  embodiment 
which  uses  the  global  lock  in  each  multiple 
resource  instruction  could  also  be  implemen- 
ted.  In  preferred  embodiments  synonym  detec- 
tion  logic  is  also  provided  to  detect  the  situation 
where  a  conflict  is  caused  by  address  resolution 
to  a  synonymous  lock  by  the  processor. 
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The  present  invention  relates  to  electronic  infor- 
mation  processing  systems,  and  in  particular,  to  ap- 
paratus  and  methods  for  controlling  access  to  re- 
sources  in  a  multiprocessor  environment. 

Electronic  information  processing  system  hard- 
ware  and  operating  system  software  designs  require 
a  means  for  ensuring  the  integrity  of  accesses  to  re- 
sources  such  as  memory  storage  locations,  external 
storage,  and  input  or  output  devices.  Resource  con- 
flicts  may  arise  when  several  tasks  attempt  to  access 
and  change  a  resource.  Single  processor  configura- 
tions  manage  resource  conflicts  using  the  inherent 
property  that  only  a  single  instruction  stream  is  exe- 
cuting  with  known  points  of  control  transfer.  In  the  sin- 
gle  processor  case,  operating  system  or  application 
instructions  can  effectively  manage  resource  control 
to  maintain  resource  integrity.  Multiprocessor  sys- 
tems  introduce  additional  complexity  because  the 
contents  of  a  single  instruction  stream  no  longer  de- 
termine  the  overall  access  to  resources. 

Resource  conflicts  arise  in  a  multiprocessor  sys- 
tem  when  two  or  more  processors  attempt  to  control 
a  single  resource.  Resource  conflicts  historically 
have  been  resolved  by  implementing  mechanisms  to 
serialise  access  to  the  resources.  These  mechanisms 
typically  implement  some  form  of  resource  lock  allow- 
ing  only  a  single  processor  to  have  control  of  a  re- 
source  during  any  time  period.  Access  by  multiple 
processors  is  forced  by  this  mechanism  to  occur  ser- 
ially  rather  than  in  parallel.  In  addition  to  the  use  of 
different  lock  forms,  techniques  for  passive  serialisa- 
tion  exist  that  do  not  require  locks  (see  U.S.  Patent 
No.  4,809,  1  68  "Passive  Serialisation  in  A  Multitasking 
Environment",  commonly  assigned). 

Resource  locks  operate  on  the  assumption  that 
a  processor  will  acquire  the  lock,  perform  the  instruc- 
tion  and  release  the  lock  so  that  the  resource  is  avail- 
able  for  another  processor.  An  instruction  with  a  re- 
quirement  to  simultaneously  access  more  than  one 
resource  can  potentially  lead  to  a  deadlock  situation 
if  two  processors  are  waiting  for  each  other  to  release 
a  needed  lock.  The  first  processor  may  be  unable  to 
complete  task  processing  until  it  acquires  a  second 
resource  held  by  a  second  processor  which  may  be 
unable  to  complete  its  task  processing  until  it  acquires 
the  resource  held  by  the  first  processor.  A  deadlock 
of  this  nature  typically  requires  the  computer  system 
to  be  restarted,  an  undesirable  event  in  most  large 
scale  computer  processing  environments. 

The  multiprocessor  deadlock  potential  has  result- 
ed  in  software  and  hardware  designed  to  avoid  requir- 
ing  simultaneous  access  to  more  than  one  resource. 
The  alternative  is  to  implement  a  serialisation  mech- 
anism  that  locks  an  entire  class  or  several  classes  of 
resources  to  a  single  processor.  For  example,  if  mem- 
ory  storage  representing  a  particular  queue  may  be 
subject  to  multiple  resource  requests,  access  to  the 
entire  queue  can  be  serialised  through  the  use  of  a 

queue  lock.  The  locking  of  large  resource  blocks  is  un- 
desirable,  however,  when  implementing  basic  operat- 
ing  system  functions  such  as  task  scheduling  or  other 
time  dependent  queueing.  The  creation  of  a  lock  on 

5  the  entire  queue  reduces  throughput  by  locking  and 
serialising  processor  access,  thereby  reducing  the 
overall  system  processing  efficiency. 

A  second  problem  of  multiprocessor  access  to 
multiple  resources  is  a  potential  loss  of  resource  in- 

w  tegrity.  Simultaneous  access  and  update  of  a  re- 
source  can  lead  to  corrupted  data  when  two  proces- 
sors  make  conflicting  changes  to  coordinated  re- 
sources. 

Time  dependent  queues  are  employed  for  many 
15  operating  system  functions  where  time  dependent 

lists  are  required.  For  example,  a  task  list  queue  con- 
taining  a  "first-in  first-out"  (FIFO)  listing  of  the  next 
tasks  to  be  processed  by  a  multiprocessor  system  is 
an  essential  work  management  tool.  Allowing  only 

20  single  processor  access  to  the  entire  list  would  pre- 
vent  all  other  processors  from  inserting  work  in  the 
queue  and  removing  work  for  action  until  the  first 
processor  released  the  queue.  This  would  increase 
task  management  overhead. 

25  Multiprocessor  queue  design  and  usage  has 
been  optimised  to  minimise  the  number  of  locks  that 
must  be  placed  on  operating  system  queues.  As  dis- 
cussed  above,  serialisation  and  locking  are  primarily 
required  when  multiple  processor  access  to  the  same 

30  resources  can  create  a  deadlock  situation  or  loss  of 
resource  integrity.  Thus,  if  a  queue  can  be  designed 
so  that  each  processor  instruction  requires  only  a  sin- 
gle  resource,  e.g.,  a  single  storage  location,  then  the 
potential  of  resource  conflicts  and  therefore  locking 

35  can  be  minimised. 
Locks  can  be  provided  in  a  system  in  increasing 

degrees  of  granularity.  Af  ine  grained  lock  system  pro- 
vides  locks  on  small  resource  units,  e.g.,  a  few  hun- 
dred  bytes  of  storage.  Locking  systems  with  less 

40  granularity,  large  grained,  provide  locks  only  at  a  high- 
er  level,  e.g.,  on  entire  data  structures  or  entire  re- 
source  units  such  as  a  storage  queue.  A  fine  grained 
locking  scheme  reduces  the  overhead  caused  by 
locks  blocking  processor  action,  but  increases  the 

45  likelihood  of  deadlock  if  multiple  resource  units  are  re- 
quired  to  complete  a  given  instruction. 

A  general  queue  model  allows  insertion  of  an  en- 
try  at  any  point  in  the  queue  and  removal  of  any  entry 
in  the  queue.  Queues  are  typically  implemented  as  a 

50  singly,  or  doubly,  linked  list  of  addresses  in  a  comput- 
er  system.  Each  element  of  the  queue  contains  the 
address  of  the  next  element.  The  addition  of  an  ele- 
ment  within  a  list  therefore  typically  requires  the  up- 
date  of  two  addresses  in  a  singly  linked  list  and  four 

55  in  a  doubly  linked  list.  In  the  case  where  two  address- 
es  must  be  updated,  since  each  occupies  a  separate 
storage  location,  two  storage  locations  must  be  ac- 
cessed  and  updated  to  accomplish  the  queue  inser- 
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tion.  System  integrity  and  reliability  require  that  these 
address  updates  be  performed  "atomically".  That  is, 
the  update  of  both  addresses  must  occur  without  po- 
tential  interruption  of  processing  between  the  up- 
dates.  It  must  look  as  though  a  single  instruction  is  5 
being  performed  with  the  update  of  two  addresses. 
This  is  known  as  an  "atomic"  instruction  since  it  is  one 
that  cannot  be  further  subdivided  or  interrupted  dur- 
ing  processing.  In  a  system  where  each  storage  loca- 
tion  is  provided  with  a  lock,  multiprocessor  update  of  w 
two  storage  locations  raises  a  high  probability  of 
deadlock  or  data  corruption.  The  only  clear  alterna- 
tive  is  to  serialise  access  to  the  entire  queue  with  the 
performance  problems  listed  above. 

Operating  systems  can  overcome  some  of  these  15 
restrictions  by  implementing  optimised  queues  where 
elements  can  only  be  added  at  the  tail,  a  process  that 
requires  only  a  single  address  update.  The  single  ad- 
dress  update  does  not  have  the  same  deadlock  risk 
and  therefore  the  operating  system  can  allow  multiple  20 
processors  to  add  elements  to  the  list.  Removing  an 
element  from  the  queue,  however,  still  requires  mul- 
tiple  address  updates  and  therefore  must  be  restrict- 
ed  to  a  single  processor.  Thus,  in  the  implementation, 
dequeuing  must  be  serialised  to  a  single  processor.  25 

The  existing  technical  problem,  therefore,  is  a 
loss  of  system  efficiency  because  efficient  forms  of 
queuing  cannot  be  implemented  due  to  the  risk  of  ma- 
chine  deadlocks  and  loss  of  resource  integrity. 

It  is  therefore  an  object  of  the  present  invention  30 
to  provide  a  system  and  method  that  will  allow  a  mul- 
tiprocessor  computer  system  to  atomically  access 
multiple  resources  without  the  risk  of  a  deadlock  be- 
tween  processors. 

Accordingly,  the  present  invention  provides  a  35 
data  processing  system  having  a  plurality  of  disjointed 
sets  of  resources  and  a  plurality  of  processors,  each 
processor  executing  instructions  including  instruc- 
tions  requiring  simultaneous  exclusive  control  of  a 
plurality  of  resources  in  one  of  said  sets  of  resources,  40 
the  system  comprising:  global  lock  means  for  control- 
ling  processor  requests  for  resources  in  each  one  of 
said  sets  of  resources  such  that  only  one  of  said  plur- 
ality  of  processors  can  control  said  global  lock  means; 
assigning  means  for  assigning  exclusive  control  of  45 
each  one  of  said  plurality  of  resources  to  said  request- 
ing  processor,  if  that  resource  is  not  exclusively  con- 
trolled  by  another  processor;  status  means  for  send- 
ing  a  signal  to  said  requesting  processor  when  any 
one  of  said  plurality  of  resources  is  not  available  for  50 
exclusive  control;  means  for  requesting  exclusive 
control  of  said  global  lock  means  in  response  to  such 
a  signal  from  said  status  means;  and  means  for  ac- 
quiring  exclusive  control  of  a  plurality  of  resources 
when  said  global  lock  means  is  under  exclusive  con-  55 
trol  of  the  requesting  processor. 

The  present  invention  provides  a  means  for  de- 
tecting  potential  resource  conflict  when  multiple  re- 

sources  are  required  and  for  acquiring  a  global  lock, 
preferably  on  an  exception  basis,  when  processor  re- 
source  conflicts  exist. 

Viewed  from  a  second  aspect  the  present  inven- 
tion  provides  a  method  of  operating  a  data  processing 
system  having  a  plurality  of  disjointed  sets  of  resourc- 
es  and  a  plurality  of  processors,  each  processor  exe- 
cuting  instructions  including  instructions  requiring  si- 
multaneous  exclusive  control  of  a  plurality  of  resourc- 
es  in  one  of  said  sets  of  resources,  the  method  com- 
prising  the  steps  of:  controlling  processor  requests  for 
resources  in  each  one  of  said  sets  of  resources  by  a 
global  lock  means,  such  that  only  one  of  said  plurality 
of  processors  can  control  said  global  lock  means;  as- 
signing  exclusive  control  of  each  one  of  said  plurality 
of  resources  to  the  requesting  processor,  if  that  re- 
source  is  not  exclusively  controlled  by  another  proc- 
essor;  informing  the  requesting  processor  when  any 
one  of  said  plurality  of  resources  is  not  available  for 
exclusive  control;  requesting  exclusive  control  of  said 
global,  lock  means  when  the  requesting  processor  is 
informed  that  such  a  resource  is  not  available  for  ex- 
clusive  control;  and  acquiring  exclusive  control  of  the 
plurality  of  resources  when  said  global  lock  means  is 
under  exclusive  control  of  the  requesting  processor. 

The  system  and  method  of  the  present  invention 
allow  the  implementation  of  more  generalised  queu- 
ing  models  with  enhanced  system  function  as  a  re- 
sult.  In  addition,  such  a  system  and  method  does  not 
impact  other  system  operations  by  imposing  a  large 
locking  overhead  or  by  requiring  that  resources  be 
accessed  in  a  certain  order  or  in  a  certain  way. 

The  present  invention  will  be  described  further, 
by  way  of  example  only,  with  reference  to  an  embodi- 
ment  thereof  as  illustrated  in  the  accompanying  draw- 
ings,  in  which: 

Fig.  1  A  is  a  schematic  diagram  of  a  single-headed 
FIFO  queue. 

Fig.  1B  is  a  schematic  diagram  showing  the  ef- 
fects  of  adding  or  removing  an  element  from  the  sin- 
gle-headed  queue  of  Fig.  1  A. 

Fig.  2A  is  a  diagram  of  a  double-headed  queue. 
Fig.  2B  illustrates  the  insertion  and  deletion  of  an 

element  from  the  double-headed  queue  of  Fig.  2A. 
Fig.  3  is  a  block  diagram  showing  a  deadlock  sit- 

uation  arising  where  multiple  resource  conflicts  exist. 
Fig.  4  is  a  block  diagram  illustrating  the  logical 

structure  of  the  deadlock  avoidance  system  of  the 
preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  invention. 

Fig.  5  is  a  flowchart  depicting  the  method  steps 
of  the  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  invention. 

The  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  inven- 
tion  implements  an  enhanced  queue  management 
system  that  detects  and  avoids  resource  deadlocks. 
The  preferred  embodiment  controls  the  update  of  two 
storage  locations  and  is  thus  an  example  implement- 
ing  a  "dual  atomic"  update  instruction.  Although  the 
preferred  embodiment  illustrates  the  control  of  only 
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two  resources,  the  techniques  described  herein  are 
applicable  to  any  number  of  resources  that  must  be 
controlled  during  execution  of  a  multi-resource  atom- 
ic  instruction. 

The  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  inven-  5 
tion  is  designed  to  be  implemented  on  a  computer 
system  that  provides  fine  grained  storage  locks,  e.g., 
on  a  few  hundred  bytes  of  storage.  In  the  preferred 
embodiment,  the  locks  are  provided  in  the  form  of 
storage  cache  lines  that  can  be  acquired  by  at  most  w 
one  processor  to  control  a  few  hundred  bytes  of  cache 
referenced  by  that  line.  The  use  of  cache  lines  to  ser- 
ialise  storage  access  is  well  known  in  the  art. 

Examples  of  two  of  the  types  of  queues  that  can 
be  managed  with  the  assistance  of  a  deadlock  avoid-  15 
ance  techniques  of  the  present  invention,  are  illustrat- 
ed  in  Figs.  1  and  2.  Fig.  1  A  illustrates  a  single-headed 
FIFO  queue  100  for  managing,  e.g.,  a  list  of  tasks.  The 
queue  anchor  102  (QTAIL)  is  an  address  pointing  to 
the  newest  element  in  the  queue  104.  Queue  anchor  20 
102  is  null  when  queue  100  is  empty.  Element  104 
contains  the  address  of  next  oldest  element  106 
which,  in  turn,  contains  the  address  of  element  108. 
Element  108,  as  the  last  element  in  the  queue  (the 
oldest),  contains  an  indication  116  that  this  is  the  last  25 
element  of  queue  100.  Typically,  this  indication  would 
be  in  the  form  of  a  null  address  pointer. 

The  insertion  of  an  element  into  queue  100  is 
shown  in  Fig.  1B.  The  addition  of  element  120  re- 
quires  that  the  queue  anchor  102  now  point  to  new  30 
element  120.  The  address  pointer  of  120  must  point 
to  the  former  contents  of  the  queue  anchor  102,  i.e. 
to  element  104.  This  last  change  must  be  done  atom- 
ically.  The  removal  of  an  item  from  the  queue  is  also 
shown  in  Fig.  1B.  Removal  of  item  108  is  accomplish-  35 
ed  by  searching  down  the  entire  queue  chain  and 
when  the  last  element  is  found,  changing  the  pointer 
to  the  last  element  1  06  to  null.  If  1  08  was  the  only  ele- 
ment  in  the  queue,  then  the  queue  anchor  would  be 
changed  to  null.  Due  to  the  potential  for  queue  cor-  40 
ruption,  this  must  be  managed  atomically  which  cur- 
rently  requires  the  entire  queue  to  be  locked  to  a  sin- 
gle  processor. 

Double-headed  FIFO  queues  are  shown  in  Fig. 
2A  and  Fig.  2B.  The  doubled-headed  queue  has  a  45 
pointer  both  to  the  first  (oldest)  element  (queue  head) 
and  to  the  last  (newest)  element  (queue  tail).  This 
structure  allows  the  elements  to  be  inserted  at  either 
end  and  removed  from  either  end  without  tracing  the 
pointers  through  the  list.  Use  of  double-headed  50 
queues  can  offer  significant  performance  improve- 
ments  to  system  programs.  However,  the  insertion  of 
a  new  element  220  at  the  tail  of  the  list  requires  up- 
dates  to  two  pointers  thereby  increasing  the  deadlock 
risk  in  a  multiprocessor  configuration.  55 

The  resource  deadlock  situation  is  illustrated  in 
Fig.  3.  In  a  queue  insertion  situation  such  as  insertion 
of  element  220,  two  storage  locations  must  be  updat- 

ed.  In  the  example  of  Fig.  2B  the  storage  location  in 
element  208  must  be  updated  to  contain  the  address 
of  new  element  220  while  the  address  pointer  in 
queue  tail  203  must  also  be  changed  to  the  address 
of  220.  Fig.  3  illustrates  this  update  in  a  multiproces- 
sor  system  with  processors  Aand  B.  Storage  location 
208  (resource  A  in  Fig.  3)  and  storage  location  203 
(resource  B  in  Fig.  3)  must  be  reserved  and  atomically 
updated  by  a  processor.  If  processorA310  beginsthe 
process  of  locking  and  updating  the  queue,  it  may  ac- 
cess  resource  A,  and  obtain  the  lock  318  on  that  re- 
source.  In  the  meantime,  processor  B  may  have  ac- 
quired  a  lock  322  on  resource  B  316  as  a  first  step  to 
performing  a  similar  update.  When  processor  A  then 
goes  to  obtain  lock  322  on  resource  B,  it  is  unable  to 
do  so  because  processor  B  holds  the  lock  322  and 
processorAgoes  intoa  waiting  condition.  Atthe  same 
time,  processor  B  may  be  seeking  lock  318  on  re- 
source  Aand,  finding  it  locked,  begin  waiting  for  proc- 
ess  A  to  release  resource  A.  In  this  classic  deadlock 
situation,  neither  process  will  be  able  to  complete  and 
neither  will  release  the  blocking  lock. 

In  the  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  in- 
vention,  microcode  or  hardware  are  added  to  the 
computer  system  to  support  instructions  requiring 
multiple  resource  control.  Instructions  requiring  con- 
trol  of  only  a  single  resource  and  multiple  resource  in- 
structions  that  successfully  acquire  all  resource  locks 
operate  as  they  do  in  existing  computer  systems. 
However,  when  a  multiple  resource  instruction  en- 
counters  a  currently  held  lock  it  invokes  the  deadlock 
avoidance  mechanism  of  the  present  invention. 

The  central  feature  of  the  deadlock  avoidance 
mechanism  is  a  global  lock  for  multiple  resource  re- 
quest  instructions.  As  shown  in  Fig.  4,  the  global  lock 
41  0  is  accessible  to  all  processors  but  can  be  control- 
led  by  only  one  at  a  time.  In  the  preferred  embodi- 
ment,  the  multiple  resource  instruction  global  lock  is 
acquired  only  on  an  exception  basis.  That  is,  if  multi- 
ple  processors  can  access  multiple  resources  without 
conflict,  they  do  so  without  the  use  of  the  global  lock 
410.  The  global  lock  is  only  acquired  when  a  conflict 
is  detected.  This  reduces  the  overhead  imposed  by 
such  a  lock  thereby  increasing  the  throughput  of  the 
system.  In  an  alternate  embodiment,  however,  the 
multiple  resource  instruction  global  lock  410  could  be 
acquired  whenever  a  multiple  resource  instruction  is 
encountered,  although  this  will  increase  the  over- 
head. 

Aflowchart  illustrating  the  operation  of  the  pres- 
ent  invention  is  shown  in  Fig.  5.  Fig.  5  illustrates  the 
processing  logic  for  a  single  instruction.  The  instruc- 
tion  first  attempts  to  acquire  the  first  resource  at  step 
502.  The  result  of  this  acquisition  is  tested  504  and, 
if  unsuccessful,  the  processor  waits  and  retries  the 
operation,  e.g.,  by  entering  a  spin  loop.  If  the  first  re- 
source  acquisition  502  is  successful,  the  processor 
determines  whether  additional  resources  are  re- 
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quired  506  (i.e.  this  is  a  multiprocessor  instruction). 
If  not,  resource  acquisition  ends  and  instruction  proc- 
essing  continues  508.  If  additional  resources  are  re- 
quired,  acquisition  is  attempted  510  with  test  512  de- 
termining  acquisition  success.  If  successful,  control  5 
returns  to  step  506  to  continue  acquiring  any  addition- 
al  needed  resources.  If  acquisition  fails,  the  proces- 
sor  determines  whether  or  not  it  is  holding  the  global 
lock  516.  If  so,  the  processor  will  not  be  entering  a  po- 
tential  deadlock  situation  and  can  wait  and  retry  the  w 
resource  access.  Since  the  current  processor  holds 
the  global  lock,  any  other  processor  locking  the  re- 
source  is  locking  it  for  only  a  single  resource  access 
and  will,  eventually  release  that  lock  without  dead- 
locking.  15 

If  the  global  lock  is  not  held,  the  processor  at- 
tempts  to  seize  the  global  lock,  and,  if  successful,  ac- 
quire  additional  resource  510.  If  the  processor  cannot 
seize  the  global  lock,  the  processor  releases  all  pre- 
viously  acquired  resources  518  and  attempts  to  ac-  20 
quire  the  global  lock  520.  Ifthe  global  lock  acquisition 
is  successful,  control  returns  to  acquisition  of  resourc- 
es  beginning  with  the  first  required  resource  at  502. 
If  unsuccessful,  the  processor  waits  and  retries  the 
global  lock  acquisition.  25 

The  preferred  embodiment  is  an  exception-ba- 
sed  process,  thereby  minimising  system  overhead. 
The  step  of  acquiring  the  global  lock,  however,  could 
be  moved  to  the  beginning  of  the  process  with  some 
increase  in  overhead.  The  global  lock  can  comprise  30 
a  hardware  latch,  a  lock  area  in  system  storage,  a 
cache  line  or  any  other  serialisation  mechanism. 
Since  the  system  of  the  preferred  embodiment  does 
not  rely  on  a  particular  acquisition  order,  the  proces- 
sor  and  instruction  can  acquire  resources  in  the  opti-  35 
mal  order. 

In  an  alternate  embodiment,  additional  testing  for 
lock  synonyms  is  inserted  after  step  512  (not  shown 
in  the  figure).  If  storage  location  locks  are  implement- 
ed  by  a  system  such  as  cache  lines,  there  is  a  possi-  40 
bility  that  two  storage  locations  will  translate  to  the 
same  cache  line,  a  process  known  as  having  a  syn- 
onymous  cache  line.  In  this  case,  the  attempt  to  ac- 
cess  and  lock  the  second  storage  location  will  fail 
since  the  cache  line  is  already  locked  for  the  first  stor-  45 
age  location.  Upon  failure  in  this  alternate  embodi- 
ment,  a  test  for  synonyms  is  made  and,  if  a  synony- 
mous  cache  line  is  found,  processing  continues  as 
though  that  lock  had  been  acquired  and  held.  The  ad- 
dition  of  synonym  detection  logic  assures  that  a  mul-  50 
tiple  resource  instruction  will  eventually  be  able  to 
execute.  Without  it,  the  instruction  may  be  blocked 
even  if  holding  the  global  lock.  Synonym  detection 
logic  can  recognise  synonyms  by  recording  in  a  sep- 
arate  field  cache  lines  owned  by  a  processor  or  by  55 
marking  each  owned  cache  line  with  the  owning  proc- 
essing  unit  identifier. 

The  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  inven- 

tion  employs  memory  access  serialisation  instead  of 
locking  the  queue  itself.  This  allows  asynchronous 
manipulation  of  lists  by  any  number  of  processors  act- 
ing  as  queue  element  adders  or  deleters.  This  capa- 
bility  allows  enhanced  queue  management  with  cor- 
responding  improvements  in  system  operation. 

Claims 

1.  Adata  processing  system  having  a  plurality  of  dis- 
jointed  sets  of  resources  and  a  plurality  of  proc- 
essors,  each  processor  executing  instructions  in- 
cluding  instructions  requiring  simultaneous  ex- 
clusive  control  of  a  plurality  of  resources  in  one  of 
said  sets  of  resources,  the  system  comprising: 

global  lock  means  for  controlling  proces- 
sor  requests  for  resources  in  each  one  of  said 
sets  of  resources  such  that  only  one  of  said  plur- 
ality  of  processors  can  control  said  global  lock 
means; 

assigning  means  for  assigning  exclusive 
control  of  each  one  of  said  plurality  of  resources 
to  said  requesting  processor,  if  that  resource  is 
not  exclusively  controlled  by  another  processor; 

status  means  for  sending  a  signal  to  said 
requesting  processor  when  any  one  of  said  plur- 
ality  of  resources  is  not  available  for  exclusive 
control; 

means  for  requesting  exclusive  control  of 
said  global  lock  means  in  response  to  such  a  sig- 
nal  from  said  status  means;  and 

means  for  acquiring  exclusive  control  of  a 
plurality  of  resources  when  said  global  lock 
means  is  under  exclusive  control  of  the  request- 
ing  processor. 

2.  A  system  as  claimed  in  Claim  1  ,  wherein  said  as- 
signing  means  comprises  storage  cache  lines, 
each  of  said  cache  lines  controlling  a  plurality  of 
storage  locations. 

3.  Asystem  as  claimed  in  Claim  1  or  Claim  2,  where- 
in  said  resources  are  storage  locations  and 
wherein  said  global  lock  means  is  a  designated 
storage  location. 

4.  A  system  as  claimed  in  any  preceding  claim  fur- 
ther  comprising: 

means  for  detecting  exclusive  control  syn- 
onyms,  said  means  operating  in  response  to  a 
denial  of  control  by  said  assigning  means,  where- 
in  said  means  for  detecting  includes  means  for 
signalling  to  said  requesting  processor  that  syn- 
onymous  control  is  held. 

5.  A  method  of  operating  a  data  processing  system 
having  a  plurality  of  disjointed  sets  of  resources 
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and  a  plurality  of  processors,  each  processor 
executing  instructions  including  instructions  re- 
quiring  simultaneous  exclusive  control  of  a  plur- 
ality  of  resources  in  one  of  said  sets  of  resources, 
the  method  comprising  the  steps  of:  5 

controlling  processor  requests  for  resourc- 
es  in  each  one  of  said  sets  of  resources  by  a  glo- 
bal  lock  means,  such  that  only  one  of  said  plural- 
ity  of  processors  can  control  said  global  lock 
means;  w 

assigning  exclusive  control  of  each  one  of 
said  plurality  of  resources  to  the  requesting  proc- 
essor,  if  that  resource  is  not  exclusively  controlled 
by  another  processor; 

informing  the  requesting  processor  when  15 
any  one  of  said  plurality  of  resources  is  not  avail- 
able  for  exclusive  control; 

requesting  exclusive  control  of  said  global 
lock  means  when  the  requesting  processor  is  in- 
formed  that  such  a  resource  is  not  available  for  20 
exclusive  control;  and 

acquiring  exclusive  control  of  the  plurality 
of  resources  when  said  global  lock  means  is  un- 
der  exclusive  control  of  the  requesting  processor. 

25 
6.  A  method  as  claimed  in  Claim  5,  wherein  said  re- 

sources  are  memory  storage  locations  and  exclu- 
sive  control  is  managed  by  a  plurality  of  cache 
lines,  each  cache  line  controlling  a  plurality  of  the 
storage  locations.  30 

7.  Amethod  as  claimed  in  Claim  6,  wherein  if  exclu- 
sive  control  of  one  of  the  plurality  of  resources  is 
denied,  then  the  method  comprises  the  further 
steps  of:  35 

testing  that  resource  to  determine  wheth- 
er  a  cache  line  under  control  of  said  processor  is 
synonymous  with  a  cache  line  required  to  obtain 
exclusive  control  of  that  resource,  and,  if  so,  sig- 
nalling  to  the  processor  that  exclusive  control  is  40 
granted. 

8.  A  method  as  claimed  in  any  of  Claims  5  to  7, 
wherein  ordered  lists  are  maintained  by  modify- 
ing  a  plurality  of  resources,  the  method  compris-  45 
ing  the  steps  of: 

determining  which  plurality  of  resources 
locations  require  modification; 

gaining  exclusive  control  of  said  plurality  of 
resources  by  the  method  of  Claims  5  to  7;  and  50 

modifying  said  resources  once  exclusive 
control  is  obtained. 

55 
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